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entering upon a new lease (k)—the tenant loses his right
to remove the fixtures.
But if the tenancy is of uncertain duration, then the
tenant has a reasonable time after determination thereof
in which to remove them (/). And he is also entitled to re-
move them during the time he remains in possession under
circumstances that entitle him to think he is a tenant (m).
In the case of a surrender (n) or forfeiture (o), a mort-
gagee (o) or purchaser (p) of fixtures from the tenant, has
a reasonable time after the surrender or forfeiture in
which to remove them (q).
Fixtures for Agricultural Purposes.—In addition
to the two main exceptions already mentioned, there is a
third which is a creature of the Statute Law. By section
22 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1923 (r) consolidating
previous enactments, a tenant of land to which 'the act
applies is given a right of property in fixtures, such as
engines, machinery or fencing affixed by him for agri-
cultural purposes, and a right of removal under certain
conditions laid down in the Act.
section 2—As between owner of hired goods and
hirer's landlord
The owner of goods let to a tenant under a hiring or
hire-purchase agreement and affixed to the premises, is
in a much less, favourable position, than a purchaser from
the tenant of the tenant's own property, so affixed.
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